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Conservation. There is an awful lot 

we can do there. We know that in the 
European countries they use half what 
we do. And so there is a lot of waste 
going on out there. 

The one little simple thing I marvel 
out in European countries, and all of us 
who travel, is that when you go to a 
European country and you stay in a 
hotel, when you go out of the room, 
they have a button at the door that 
shuts off all the lights. You just punch 
one button and all the lights are shut 
off. As you know, in almost every 
American hotel or motel, you have to 
go around individually and shut out 
every light. And they have done that 
technological thing, JAY, to try to look 
for ways to do savings and make it 
easier for people to do it. 

Energy efficient bill. Once again, I 
think that we can do a lot there. This 
is a huge contributor in terms of CO2, 
energy efficient, more efficient appli-
ances, air conditioners, things like 
that, and a new energy portfolio for 
our power companies, where we take a 
mandate and say to power companies 
you will produce by 2020 20 percent of 
your power from renewable sources. 

So I think those are some things we 
can do now, and I hope we will talk in 
a little bit about some of the things 
specifically we would do on carbon di-
oxide emissions. 

I would like to yield back to the gen-
tleman from Washington. 

Mr. INSLEE. I really appreciate Mr. 
UDALL talking about efficiency, be-
cause I think we need to look at it as 
the first fuel. Before you start gener-
ating excess energy, if we could figure 
out how to use it more efficiently and 
not waste it, that’s what I look at as 
like finding money in the street, it’s 
the first fuel. And Europe has had tre-
mendous success. England has in-
creased their gross domestic product 
by 70 percent in the last 20 years, but 
their use of electricity has remained 
flat. That is a tremendous improve-
ment of efficiency. You don’t waste it. 

But it is not just the English. We 
have something to brag about here, 
too. California has increased their 
gross economic activity by 50 percent 
in the last 10 years, and their per cap-
ita use of electricity has remained flat. 
They have done it through measures 
such decoupling utilities with the rate 
of growth of electricity so utilities now 
can make money by selling less energy 
by selling efficiency. And it has been 
effective. 

In my city of Seattle, in my neck of 
the woods, the same thing has hap-
pened by doing some of the common-
sense things we have talked about. 

There are some amazing technologies 
coming in in efficiency. I went and 
talked to an organization called SIPs, 
Structural Integrated Panels, last 
week. They had their national conven-
tion. These are panels that are sort of 
a foam core with a wood fiber sandwich 
on both sides that are a structural 
panel you can build a house with so 
you don’t need studs. You build these 

things, and you can get 20 to 30 percent 
less heating cost for your home. This is 
an invention of folks in America, and 
we can build part of the construction 
industry by doing that. So I really ap-
preciate your focus on efficiency. 

I want you to know, you mentioned 
wind. I remember talking to, in the 
course of writing this book Mr. UDALL 
referred to, I fell across a story out of 
Missouri, Mr. CLEAVER’s State. And 
there was a quote by this farmer that 
said something to the effect like, Man, 
there is nothing better than sitting 
there watching that turbine go around, 
and I just count the money every time 
the blade goes around. Because they 
get paid by the utility to put the tur-
bine in the field. That’s a good way to 
do it. 

So I would like to yield to Mr. 
CLEAVER for his observations. 

Mr. CLEAVER. There is a great deal 
of movement toward wind energy in 
Missouri and in the State of Kansas. In 
fact, one of our colleagues who is serv-
ing here with distinction, Mr. 
CARNAHAN, has a brother, Tom 
Carnahan, who does this full time. He 
actually has a windmill farm not far 
outside of Kansas City, Missouri. 

One of the things I think is ex-
tremely worth noting, particularly as 
the three of us speak about this sub-
ject, is that some people are nervous 
about discussions that we are having 
with regards to the changes that need 
to be made in this country. They false-
ly believe that we are going to reduce 
the quality of life, that we are going to 
damage industry. And what I have said 
is that if we will unleash this incred-
ibly creative American creativity and 
ingenuity, that we will be able to 
transform our energy use in a way that 
we would create new jobs. 

For example, there is a plant in 
China that produces most of the highly 
efficient light bulbs. They don’t use 
them in China. We buy them here. And 
there is not a single plant in the 
United States that manufactures this 
particular light bulb. So I think we 
have the capacity to make alterations 
without damaging our economy, by not 
even causing a dent. 

Let me just say that, in having had 
the opportunity to meet with some of 
the MPs in London, I found out that a 
bill was introduced March 13, 2007, to 
the Parliament. 
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Members from three of the parties 
were in the dialogue. They said, with-
out any reservations, the bill is going 
to pass. There is no question. It is 
going to pass. Now, these are people 
who don’t agree about much else. They 
agree on one thing, that we are in the 
midst of climate change, and, number 
two, they have to do something about 
it. 

So the bill that was introduced is 
aimed at moving the United Kingdom 
to a low carbon economy. It would re-
quire a mandatory 60 percent cut in the 
UK’s carbon emissions by 2050 com-

pared to the base level, which was 1990, 
with an intermediate target of 26 to 32 
percent by the year 2020. 

The EU has also agreed to cut by 20 
percent emissions by the year 2020 and 
by 30 percent if it is a part of an overall 
agreement that will include the United 
States. I will just say what we heard 
over and over again was, what is the 
United States going to do? The United 
States is the leader. 

In Parliament, as we were talking 
about the need for us to work together, 
one of the members of Parliament be-
came quite agitated and said to us, 
well, it is good you guys are coming 
over here talking to us about this, but 
we had a meeting with a Member of 
Congress. I am not going to call the 
Member’s name. It is not that impor-
tant. But he said, we had a meeting 
with a Member of the United States 
Congress who told us that this was a 
hoax. Of course, we sat there, and 
Speaker PELOSI, as she did throughout 
the trip, made sure that they under-
stood that we were a delegation, it was 
a bipartisan delegation, that we were 
not there to cast aspersions on any of 
our colleagues, that we do have a delib-
erative body, that there are some peo-
ple who have not quite caught on yet 
to what the rest of the world seems to 
have caught on to. But it is my hope, it 
is my prayer, that this body will real-
ize what the rest of the world already 
realizes, that there is climate change 
and that there is no need to debate the 
science, only what we are going to do 
as a result of it. 

Mr. INSLEE. That is an important 
point. I think the good news we can 
share with Americans is that there are 
a lot less people in this Congress than 
there used to be who believe it is a 
hoax, and that is, in part, because they 
have read the science. People are see-
ing it with their own eyes. Now they 
are hearing from their constituents, 
frankly, and they are hearing from 
their own scientists. 

I just want to read this NASA report 
that just came out last week, and it 
talked about the urgency. Mr. CLEAV-
ER, you said, we don’t have a lot of 
time to deal with this; we don’t have 50 
years to deal with this. 

This report said that basically there 
are two ways we can go. We can go the 
business as usual approach, or we can 
have a second approach, an alternative 
approach to reduce our CO2. Basically 
this report said that with another dec-
ade of business as usual, it becomes im-
practical to achieve the alternative 
scenario because of the energy infra-
structure that would be in place. This 
was a quote from Mr. Hansen of NASA, 
basically meaning we have about 10 
years to change course here a little bit 
to have more essential efficiencies, to 
have more clean energy, to put our 
minds together to figure out how to 
have a cleaner energy future. So we 
don’t have the luxury of a lot of time. 

But again I want to come back to 
this idea of optimism, why I am opti-
mistic about it. Mr. CLEAVER men-
tioned Mr. CARNAHAN started a wind 
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